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C.    Costs, Benefits and Effectiveness
Program Scope

Funds and Special Populations Being Provided Library Services

(In Thousands)

LSCA             Number

Latest Available Data, FY 81                                    Funds.         Served

1.    Dlsadvantaged

2.    Physically Handicapped

3.    State Institutionalized

4.    Limited English-speaking

5.    Aged

TOTALS

6,614

3,579

2,739

2,505

557

2,975
763
833

1,990

758

515,994

During the past 26 years, nearly $1 billion {FY 57 through FY 83,
$965,173,500) of LSCA Title I funds have been used to provide Increased
access to public libraries and basic Information services 1n areas where
they were nonexistent or were Inadequate. These funds were also used to
develop and Improve public library services to the special population
groups cited above. The breakout of these expenditures by major program
emphasis is noted below:

Areas of Program Emphasis
Latest available data, FY 81

1.    Areas without services or with in-
adequate services; strengthening
metropolitan and major urban Hbaries
as resource centers; strengthening
state administration.

2.    Dlsadvantaged; physically handicapped;
state Institutionalized; United
English-speaking; and aged

Percentage of
LSCA Funds

74.4%

25.6%

Types of Benefits Provided: Project activities are directed toward improv-
ing access to library services not found In the traditional school system.
Specific activities in support of these objectives might include a state-
wide radio reading service for the blind; English-as-a-second language
classes; developing coping skills packets (how to get a job, how to use
public transportation, how to order 1n a restaurant, etc.) for the mentally
retarded; deposit book collections at senior citizen centers; or a books-
by-mall program for rural residents; and literacy programs for functionally
Illiterate adults.

Program Effectiveness: A comprehensive evaluation of LSCA Title I completed
in 1981 by Applied Management Science, Inc. (See E.2) produced findings with
respect to four types of program impact as follows:ister and also maintain the same level of non-Federal expend-
